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Repiy : No, it is not merely the remembered one.
Objection ; But since the eye etc. cannot have a
contact with such an unreal silver, by a process of elimi--
, nation we may say that it is the remembered silver.

Reply ; No. It cannot be the remembered silver sinc^
"it appears or it is cognised, as being immediately^' before
us".

In non-erroneous cognition we have the experience like
^his is silver' and 'this is a pot'. In such cased the 'this'
is cognised as 'silver' or as 'pot\ The 'this' is taken.to be
necessarily the 'silver' or 'pot'. The 'this' and the ^wbsf
are apprehended as 'samsrshta'(fused) There are notwo enti-
ties cognised as two, but as one. The cognition is imme-
diate and direct. Likewise in the erroneous cognition we
have the immediate apprehension of the 'this' andthe'what'
as 'samsrishta'. The 'what' is not the remembered content
but the serceived comtent.

It might be argued that the ^his' is immediately cog-
nised ; and that due to non-discrimination the 'what' too is
taken to be immediately cognised. As such there is no
'samsarga samvid^ (unified awareness).

But is it the 'samsarga samvid^ rejected' because this
cognition is sublated later on ? or because there is no silver
in the erroneous cognition ? The former (Pratibhasa vailak-
sanya) is impossible since the apprehension of the real silver
involves as much 'samsarga' of the ^his' and the 'what' as
that of the erroneous silver. In the actual moment of
apprehension there is no difference and we can not deny the
^samsarga samvid\ It cannot be the latter,
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